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Abstract 
 In the United States, most lay citizens could voice an opinion on the effect of 
immigration in the United States. However, these opinions are generally only focused on Latino 
immigration entering the country across its Southern border from Mexico and Caribbean 
countries, such as Cuba and Haiti. Increased media coverage on this topic in recent decades has 
fueled this debate and made it a center stage topic in political agendas. This study aims to shed 
light on this issue by researching the true effect of Latino immigration, as well as total 
immigration, across the United States’s Southern Border. To account for underlying social 
conditions, this study includes a number of control variables that measure economic, educational, 
and demographic aspects of US states. Linear regressions were used to compare the effect of 
every independent variable on the dependent variable with the effects of every other 
indpendent/control variable. The conclusions of these regressions show that while total 
immigration does not have a noticeable affect on violent crime rates, increased Latino 
immigration can potentially raise overall violent crime rates in US states. 
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Introduction & Literature Review 
In American politics, there is much debate surrounding the topic of immigration. Both 
conservative and liberal politicians use arguments in favor of or against increased immigration 
reform and management as key platform pieces for their political campaigns. While the United 
States has land borders with Canada and Mexico, as well as massive borders along both the 
Pacific and Atlantic oceans, American politicians primarily focus on the issue of Latino 
immigration across the Southern US border. While the primary cause for this focus may be 
rooted in a history of disagreements and tensions with Mexico and Caribbean countries such as 
Cuba and Haiti, American politicians who oppose increased immigration from these countries 
often cite an increase in violent crime rates in American cities as being caused by these Latino 
immigrants. The main research question of this study is focused on determining the relationship 
between the violent crime rate within US states, primarily on the Southern border, and the Latino 
Immigrant population within those states. Additionally, this study will also look to determine the 
effect that the total population of immigrants has on a state’s violent crime rate. These research 
questions are important because they will help provide evidence as to whether or not the effect of 
Latino immigrants is noticeably different than the general immigrant population. Many studies 
conducted on the topic have come to the conclusion that Latino immigration, as well as general 
immigration, have little to no effect on crime rates when demographic variables are accounted 
for. To understand what these studies have concluded on the topic of immigration and crime, it is 
important to first address the varying statistical definitions used by studies to define 
“immigration” and “crime”. 
 Immigration can be measured in many different ways. First, one must differentiate 
between illegal and legal immigration. Many studies tend to avoid addressing illegal 
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immigration, as most data regarding this is estimations, and thus, not reliable when running a 
statistical analysis. Hagan & Palloni (1999) however, were able to measure illegal immigration 
by using prison intake data as their immigration statistic. If an inmate was found to be foreign-
born but not a legal US citizen or resident, they were determined to be an illegal immigrant. 
Baker (2015) was also able to factor in illegal immigration by using Immigration Reform and 
Control Act (IRCA) applicant data. The IRCA was passed in 1986 and was designed to limit the 
ability of American employers to knowingly hire illegal immigrants. However, illegal 
immigrants could request a waiver if they were a seasonal agricultural worker or they had arrived 
prior to 1982. Baker (2015) then used this applicant data as a measure of illegal immigration. 
These studies are outliers however, as most studies look elsewhere to quantify immigration to 
achieve a greater degree of statistical accuracy. 
 Reid, Weiss, Adelman, & Jaret (2005) and Ousey & Kubrin (2009) used a measurement 
of linguistic isolation to measure immigration. This variable takes into account individuals who 
cannot speak English, or do not speak English well, yet live in American cities that are 
comprised of primarily English speakers. The issue with this variable is that an individual does 
not have to be an immigrant to not speak English well. This trait could last for multiple 
generations after a family initially immigrated to the United States. Another way immigration 
could be measured is through the presence of foreign owned and operated businesses in select 
locations. Kubrin, Kim, & Hipp (2019) measured the amount of foreign businesses in certain 
metropolis areas by evaluating the last name origins of business owners. The problem that exists 
for linguistic isolation also exists for this variable. Family names, as well as businesses, are often 
passed down from generation to generation. Stowell, Messner, Barton, & Raff (2013) measured 
immigration through the amount of deportable individuals in a specific area. This statistic could 
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take into account illegal immigration, however, it only accounts for known illegal immigrants. 
Instead of using it to primarily measure illegal immigration, this study used it as an indicator to 
determine approximately how many illegal and legal immigrants live in a certain area (Stowell, 
Messner, Barton, & Raff, 2013).  
 To obtain an accurate measure of immigration, a large majority of studies use a measure 
of foreign-born individuals. By using this statistic to measure immigration, a researcher is 
directly measuring individuals who began their lives in a country outside of the United States 
and are now present inside the US legally or otherwise. This data is reported through the US 
Census Survey, thus raw data or data-backed estimates exist for every state and metropolitan 
area in the United States. One study measured both the foreign-born population in US cities, as 
well as citizens that had arrived in the United States within the past 5 years (Wadsworth, 2010). 
Studies that concern European immigration and crime also use foreign born statistics, such as 
Stansfield (2016) that measured Eastern European immigration into the United Kingdom by 
measuring the number of people in the UK who were born in Eastern European countries and the 
percent of these people who immigrated into the UK between 2004-2011. To get a more specific 
measure of immigrant populations, Reid, Weiss, Adelman, & Jaret (2005) measured the 
percentage of Hispanic foreign born and Asian foreign-born individuals specific US urban areas. 
This method is highly effective when attempting to isolate the effects of one nationality of 
immigrants. To determine the proportion of specific nationality immigrants as compared to the 
immigrant population as a whole in a specific area, many studies, such as MacDonald, Hipp, & 
Gill (2013) measure both the percentage of specific nationality immigrants and the total foreign 
born population. This gives the researcher an idea of what the dominant immigrant origin region 
is in a given area. 
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 Crime is another crucial variable that must be defined in each study. Studies vary on the 
type of crime they account for; violent crime, property crime, or the overall crime rate. However, 
the most widely measured form of crime is violent crime. According to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation’s Uniform Crime Report (UCR), “violent crime” is defined as consisting of four 
offenses: robbery, forcible rape, aggravated assault and murder. While this definition seems 
relatively black and white, each study seems to define this concept differently, even when 
referring to the Uniform Crime Report for data. To obtain easy accessible data, many studies 
chose to stay with the UCR definition of violent crime (Butcher & Piehl, 1998; Chaflin, 2015; 
Baker, 2015; Ousey & Kubrin, 2009). Another way some studies have measured crime is 
through the use of independent social surveys and studies. Ramey (2013) used the National 
Neighborhood Crime Study to measure the rate of robbery and homicide in American cities. 
Another study, Nunziata (2015) used the European Social Survey to determine the rate of crime 
per European country and the fear of crime in each European country. The benefit of using social 
surveys and independent studies to collect crime data is that you have the chance of viewing a 
more realistic nature of crime than a federal database would provide. However, these data 
techniques are subject to high percentages of error, as there is no governing body that oversees 
and/or regulates the data collection. Social surveys become very useful when measuring 
qualitative data, such as Nunziata (2015) did when using the European Social Survey to measure 
fear of crime amongst the public. 
 Most past studies on the correlation between crime and immigration in the United States 
have been conducted at the city or county level. Due to this, many studies have used local level 
crime data to quantify their crime, property crime, or violent crime variable. Stansfield, Akins, 
Rumbaut, & Hammer (2013) used crime data from the City of Austin Police Department when 
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investigating the effects of immigration on property crime within Austin, TX. When measuring 
crime rates in Southern California, one study used a combination of crime rates from many local 
police departments to develop averages of each crime (Kubrin, Kim, & Hipp, 2019). When 
measuring the violent crime rate and overall crime rate, MacDonald, Hipp, & Gill (2013) used 
data collected by the Los Angeles Police Department. Using locally collected data as a crime 
variable has its advantages and disadvantages as well. Local level data can give you a very 
accurate picture of crime in a focused area. Larger federal databases, such as the UCR, cannot 
accurately depict the rate in these small areas, making local level data more reliable and 
encompassing. The disadvantage of this collection method appears when comparing the studies 
that use these agencies with other studies that use Federal databases. Federal databases have a 
standardized definition of violent crime, property crime, and others. In contrast, local agencies 
do not share a standard definition, meaning each study using local data could be measuring the 
rates of entirely different crimes, yet still label it as “violent crime rate” or “property crime rate”. 
 Lastly, control variables must be considered when measuring the effects of immigration 
on crime. This category of variables is extremely important because it provides the researcher 
with alternate possible explanations for rises and falls in crime rates. Researchers on the topic 
appear to collectively agree that these control variables must be comprised of population 
demographics. Each study chose the variables differently, with some creating larger variable 
collections out of similar variables. For example, MacDonald, Hipp, & Gill (2013) created 
variable groups named Poverty Index, Age Structure and Race, and Stability Index. Each 
category contained demographic variables that combine to form a larger operational variable. 
Other studies used relatively few control variables, such as Nunziata (2015) who only used 
average household size, percent male, percent female, and percent African American. Most 
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studies seem to agree that there are certain demographic statistics that can be used to explain 
crime, such as poverty rates, unemployment rates, and the percentage of the population, or male 
population, that is between 15-30 years old. Additionally, many studies measure community 
stability as a control variable, typically choosing to measure the amount of longtime 
homeowners, the amount of single-parent households, or the amount of divorced families.  
 Despite the discrepancies between variable definitions and collection methods within 
studies, there is a general consensus among researchers that, when controlling for demographic 
variables, immigration and crime, whether violent or nonviolent, share little to no correlation. 
Ousey & Kubrin (2009) found that immigration in United States cities can lower violent crime 
rates over time, as long as it continues to increase. Ousey & Kubrin (2009) also found that family 
instability shared a positive correlation with violent crime rates, and that immigration was 
negatively correlated with family instability. Ousey & Kubrin (2009) concluded that increased 
immigration can also increase two-parent households within American cities and lower divorce 
rates. These findings suggest that immigrants help promote family stability and decrease the 
likelihood that young adults will commit crimes. Likewise, Stansfield, Akins, Rumbaut, & 
Hammer (2013) found that within American “new-destination cities”, more specifically Austin, 
TX, immigration did not serve as an accurate predictor of changes in the property crime rate. 
Similar to Ousey & Kubrin (2009), Stansfield, Akins, Rumbaut, & Hammer (2013) found that 
family stability and economic disadvantage were much more accurate predictors of the property 
crime rate. MacDonald, Hipp, & Gill (2013) found that, between 1990-2000, increased 
immigration into the city of Los Angeles caused a decrease in overall crime rates by lowering the 
“social burden” of crime in the area. According to MacDonald, Hipp, & Gill (2013), new Latino 
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immigrants coming into Los Angeles revitalized areas of the city where gang violence and drug 
trafficking were previously common. 
 Control variables are extremely important for certain immigration studies, for example, 
Reid, Weiss, Adelman, & Jaret (2005) found that immigration was positively associated with 
violent crime and property crime in American cities only when control variables were not 
accounted for. When their control variables (population size, unemployment rate, low skilled 
workers percentage, percent divorced, etc.) were included in the analysis, immigration showed 
no substantial effect on property or violent crime. Another factor to consider is the amount of 
time a study encompasses and how that selection could affect results gathered. For example, 
when analyzing the violent crime drop within the United States that occurred in the 1990’s, 
Wadsworth (2010) found that immigration was only positively related to US violent crime 
changes when looking at single years. Wadsworth (2010) also found that, when analyzing the 
decade as a whole, immigration had a negative effect on the same crime rates and could be 
possibly attributed to causing the 1990’s crime drop that the United States experienced.   
 Even though a large amount of research has shown either a nonexistent or distant 
relationship between immigration and crime rates, other studies suggest that a relationship still 
exists. Painter-Davis (2016) found that the effect immigration has on violence crime is dependent 
on the type of community in which immigrants settle in. When investigating the effects of 
immigration between 1990-2000, Painter-Davis (2016) classified American immigrant 
destinations in one of two categories, established destinations and emerging destinations, based 
on the Latino immigrant population in 1990 compared to the 1990 national average. According 
to Painter-Davis (2016), and influx of immigration in an established destination can cause a 
reduction in crime across all marginalized groups by providing external benefits such as 
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economic growth and a greater sensitivity towards segregation. However, in emerging 
destinations, Latino immigration caused an increase in violent and property crimes among other 
non-Latino marginalized groups, mainly African Americans. While Painter-Davis (2016) 
outlines many possible explanations for this outcome, the main possibility drawn is that an 
increase of immigrants to a non-established immigrant destination can cause a greater amount of 
segregation and discrimination in these areas. 
 Stansfield (2016) reinforces this selective location theory when measuring the effects of 
immigration into the United Kingdom. Over the course of its history, the United Kingdom is not 
a hospitable place for immigrants, as they are often housed in sectionalized neighborhoods and 
separated from the rest of society. In this environment, Stansfield (2016) found that increased 
immigration into the United Kingdom did not affect the overall crime rate within the country but 
did cause an increase in the drug crime rate over the course of eight. Using the theory proposed 
by Painter-Davis (2016), this could be explained through the claim that increased immigration 
into a country that does not look favorably towards immigration would have the same effect on 
income based crimes as it does within emerging immigrant destinations. While the UK could be 
argued to be an established destination for immigration, the attitude towards immigration in the 
country resembles that of an emerging destination, thus sharing the same consequences. 
 There is also evidence that increased immigration can increase violent and property crime 
in established immigrant destinations. Kubrin, Kim, & Hipp (2019) showed that when studying 
the effects of immigration in Southern California that an increase in immigration has a negative 
effect on violent and property crime, however, an increase in immigrant owned businesses had a 
positive effect on violent and property crime. This result challenges the conclusion drawn by 
Painter-Davis (2016) which states that the effect of immigration can be dependent on the 
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environment in which said immigrants settle. According to Painter-Davis (2016), when 
immigrants settle in established immigrant destinations, violent crime and property crime either 
decrease or are unaffected. Additionally, Painter-Davis (2016) uses the amount of immigrant 
owned businesses as a distinguishing factor between emerging and established destinations, with 
established destinations having more.  However, Kubrin, Kim, & Hipp (2019) show that a large 
amount of ethnically diverse businesses can increase violent and property crime in a given area. 
There are many possible explanations for this result, many regarding the weaknesses in the 
collection methods of the study. However, Kubrin, Kim, & Hipp (2019) recognize that, when 
accounting for the possible errors in data collection, the most probable explanation is that 
immigrant owned businesses are viewed by the public as being simple targets for burglary and 
other crimes. Thus, while this study does not claim that immigrants directly contribute to the 
crime rate, it does show that the presence of immigrants can increase violent crime and property 
crime, event in established immigrant destinations. 
 Lastly, a distinction must be drawn between studies measuring different types of 
immigrants. More specifically, when measuring the effects of immigration in the United States, it 
is important to distinguish between the effects of Latino and non-Latino immigration. Ousey & 
Kubrin (2009) found that when comparing the effects of Latino immigrants versus the effects of 
non-Latino immigrants, non-Latino immigrants were more likely to raise all crime rates than 
Latino immigrants were within the United States. According to Ramey, unlike the non-Latino 
immigrant population within the United States, the Latino immigrant population helped increase 
family stability rates within urban areas, more specifically Latino immigration increased the 
percentage of two-parent households and lowered divorce rates. The effect Latino immigrants 
had on these two variables increased family instability which had a direct negative correlation 
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with crime rates. Non-Latino immigrants did not have an effect on this variable, and either had 
no effect or a slightly positive correlation on the overall crime rate within American urban areas. 
 To reinforce the findings by Ousey & Kubrin (2009), Ramey (2013) found that Latino 
immigrants had the same effect on family and community stability within the United States. 
According to Ramey (2013), an increase in Latino immigrants in American cities caused a 
phenomenon known as “immigrant revitalization” and stated that immigrant revitalization occurs 
when immigrants increase resident stability and decrease neighborhood economic disadvantage. 
Ramey (2013) found that Latino immigrants cause significant immigrant revitalization as 
compared to non-Latino immigrants in US metropolitan areas. Ramey (2013) also found that an 
absence of Latino immigrants can cause violent crime rates to rise in these same areas. 
 While many components vary between studies concerning immigration and crime rates, 
such as variable definitions and chosen data sets, the results of these studies are very similar. 
Despite common anti-immigration rhetoric in the United States, most empirical studies have 
shown that immigration, in itself, has very little effect or a negative effect on both property and 
violent crime rates. Most studies have found that, when controlling for demographic variables 
such as family instability, education levels, age, race, and others, the effects immigration could 
have on the crime rate are essentially nullified. The anti-immigration rhetoric in the United 
States is additionally challenged as it mainly pertains to Latino immigrants. Many empirical 
studies have shown that latino immigration, when compared to non-Latino immigration, has a 
higher likelihood of lower the crime rate in US metropolitan areas. As previously mentioned, 
however, not all of the evidence on this topic is completely in agreement. Some studies suggest 
that the area in which immigrants settle could determine whether the correlation is positive, 
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negative, or nonexistent. Other studies also found that immigration can increase the occurrence 
of some crimes while decreasing the occurrence of others. 
 
Methodology 
This quantitative study is a quasi-experimental study, as there is no intervention, only 
observation. This study will use a dgroup to measure the effects of multiple variables. The 
dependent variable is the average annual violent crime rate per state from 2017 to 2005. The 
independent variables that were used to explain the crime rate include measures of immigration 
such as: the number of foreign born citizens in each state, the percentage of the foreign born 
population in each state that is male, the percentage of foreign born population in each state that 
is female, and the percentage of foreign born population in each state that is classified as having 
originated in Latin America. Some variables used also include demographic measures such as; 
total state population, border state status, state average annual income, state poverty rate, state 
unemployed population percentage, percentage of citizens possessing a GED per state, and the 
percentage of citizens possessing a bachelor’s degree per state. 
 Data for this study was gathered from the United States Federal Bureau of Investigation’s 
(FBI) Uniform Crime Report (UCR) and the United States Census. The FBI’s UCR is a 
collection of crime data that is compiled from over 18,000 law enforcement agencies in the 
United States. Data is voluntarily reported by these agencies to the FBI. The dependent variable, 
the annual violent crime rate per state, was gathered from both the online Uniform Crime Report 
Data Tool and the FBI’s Crime Data Explorer Tool. Two sources for this data set had to be used, 
as the UCR online Data Tool only contained data for each state from 2005 to 2014. The FBI’s 
Crime Data Explorer Tool provided annual violent crime rates for each state in 2015, 2016, and 
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2017. The datasets being measured were the same, however, as the Crime Data Explorer Tool 
used data from the UCR and defined violent crime in the same way.  
 All data for the independent variables was gathered from the United States Census 
Bureau. Variables used to measure immigration: the number of foreign born citizens in each 
state, the percentage of the foreign born population in each state that is male, the percentage of 
foreign born population in each state that is female, and the percentage of foreign born 
population in each state that is classified as having originated in Latin America were gathered 
using the US Census Bureau’s American Factfinder Data Tool (AFF). Some variables used to 
measure demographics: state unemployed population percentage, percentage of citizens 
possessing a GED per state, and the percentage of citizens possessing a bachelor’s degree per 
state were also measured using the AFF Data Tool. The US Census Bureau's AFF Data Tool 
combines data gathered by the decennial census, the American Community Survey, the 
American Housing Survey, and the Economic Census to provide user with comprehensive access 
to US Census demographic data For total population per state, state average annual income and 
state poverty rate, US Census Bureau historical data tables were used to gather data. These tables 
are based off of statistical estimates from the decennial census and annual Census surveys. 
 The sample size for this study was 143 cases, consisting of four US states that share a 
border with Mexico: Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and California, four US states that share a 
border with the Gulf of Mexico: Louisiana, Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi, and three US 
states that have very low Latino immigrant population and do not share a border with Mexico nor 
the Gulf of Mexico: Montana, South Dakota, and Wyoming. Each state was measured between 
the years 2005-2017. This sample size was chosen to include all states that could reasonably 
have high rates of Latino immigration, as well as some control states to measure this group 
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against. Data from the years 2005-2017 was chosen because Census data concerning some 
demographic variables and all immigration variables used in this study has not yet been 
published past 2017 and was not available for years prior to 2005. However, with 13-year spans 
of measurement over 11 states, the sample size of 143 cases is adequate to run regression 
analysis on each variable regarding its effects on each state’s individual violent crime rate. 
 
Variables: 
IV/DV Variable: Type:  How it's Measured: 
Dependent Variable State Violent Crime 
Rate 
Ratio Rate per 100,000 
people/ per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Population Ratio Population of entire 
state/ per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Border Status Nominal Borders Mexico (1), 
Borders Gulf of 
Mexico (2), Borders 
neither Mexico nor 
Gulf (0) 
Independent 
Variable 
State Annual Income Ratio Average annual 
income of entire 
state population/ per 
year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Poverty Rate Ratio Percentage of entire 
state population/ per 
year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Total Foreign-
Born Population 
Ratio Total foreign-born 
population/ per state/ 
per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Foreign Born 
Male Percentage 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
foreign-born 
population/ per state/ 
per year 
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Independent 
Variable 
State Foreign Born 
Female Percentage 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
foreign-born 
population/ per state/ 
per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Foreign Born 
(Latin-American) 
Percentage 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
foreign-born 
population/per state/ 
per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Unemployed 
Percentage (Over 16 
years of age) 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
population over 16 
yrs. old/ per state/ 
per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Percentage 
with GED 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
population/ per state/ 
per year 
Independent 
Variable 
State Percentage 
with Bachelor’s 
Degree 
Ratio Percentage of entire 
population/ per state/ 
per year 
 
 Each variable in this study was picked for a specific reason. Some variables in this study 
have an obvious reason for being selected. For example, the state violent crime rate was chosen 
as the dependent variable in this study because the focus of the study is how immigration, more 
specifically, Latino immigration into the United States, can affect violent crime rates. The state 
level was chosen for the purposes of consistency. When measured at the city or local level, 
different law enforcement agencies commonly define violent crime differently. By using the 
state level of this variable, this study is able to rely on the FBI’s standard definition of violent 
crime across multiple states. 
 To measure immigration, as well as Latino immigration, into the United States, the 
following variables were used as the independent variables within the study: the number of 
foreign born citizens in each state, the percentage of the foreign born population in each state 
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that is male, the percentage of foreign born population in each state that is female, and the 
percentage of foreign born population in each state that is classified as having originated in Latin 
America. This study focuses on measuring the foreign-born population in each state due to a 
strong precedence set by past studies concerning immigration. The foreign-born population in a 
specific location has been used by many previous immigration studies because it gives a strong 
indication of the amount of immigrants in a specific location and allows researchers to 
encompass both legal and nonlegal immigrants (Wadsworth, 2010; Stansfield, 2016) 
 Additionally, this study separates male and female foreign-born populations in US States. 
This is to primarily determine whether or not one gender of immigrant has a different impact on 
violent crime rates than the other. If such a correlation would exist, this could indicate that 
gender proportions could be a better indicator of violent crime rates than immigration within US 
States. Lastly, this study separates the percentage of foreign-born individuals in US States that 
originated from Latin America from the entire foreign-born population within these states. This 
is to isolate the effects of Latino immigrants on the violent crime rate. If this distinction were not 
drawn, the effects of Latino immigration would be lost within the total foreign-born population. 
(Reid, Weiss, Adelman & Jaret, 2005) 
Several control variables were used in this study. In an immigration study, control 
variables are very important because they can provide alternative explanations for perceived 
changes in the dependent variable. The inclusion of control variables could either mitigate, 
enhance, or ignore the effect of the main independent variable(s). Total state population was 
chosen in order to determine if the number of citizens a state had would affect its overall violent 
crime rate. Crime rates in areas with high population may rise due to the simple fact that there 
are more individuals to commit criminal acts (Braithwaite, 1975). Additionally, a higher 
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population can lead to more social and economic burdens on the people of a particular area, 
increasing the likelihood of crime to occur (Braithwaite, 1975). 
 To measure the economic conditions within US States, state annual income, state 
poverty rate, and state unemployment rate were chosen as control variables. State annual income 
is used by this study to determine if states with lower economic prosperity, as compared to the 
national average, were more likely to have violent crime. The poverty and unemployment rates 
of each state were chosen to account for the economic disadvantage within each specific state. 
Having variables that measure the economic status of a particular state is important because 
greater economic disadvantage could increase the likelihood of individuals committing criminal 
acts, either because of increased opportunity or out of an effort to survive.  These economic 
variables are used as control variables because they could offer an alternative explanation to the 
rise and fall of crime rates than solely Latino immigration. 
State population percentage with a GED and state population percentage with a 
bachelor’s degree were used to account for the educational attainment of each state. While there 
are other variables that could measure education within a specific state, GED attainment and 
bachelor’s degree attainment quantify the number of individuals who complete their educational 
programs. Other education variables, such as state test scores and average school rating, do not 
quantify educational attainment, as they do not consider the completion of education. Rather, 
those variables are simply a way to measure the quality of education a state could provide. 
Additionally, the variables chosen can give indication to educational opportunity within a 
specific state. For example, if a specific state has a high GED attainment, but a low bachelor’s 
degree attainment, this could hint that citizen’s in this specific state may not have the same 
educational opportunities as citizens in other states. 
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Lastly, this study is a longitudinal study, as it was required that the data be measured over 
a period of time. The justification for this is that trends have to be discovered in order to draw 
any conclusion from the effect of immigration from the Southern U.S. Border on the violent 
crime rate. If looked at in a cross-sectional study, no rise or fall of violent crime or immigration 
could be measured. Thus, it would not be possible to accurately conclude that the violent crime 
rate was higher or lower than any other year using this method. This would also be true for every 
other variable used in this study. 
 
Hypotheses: 
1. State Violent Crime Rate will increase as State Population increases 
 Increases in total state population will most likely increase the violent crime rate within 
states. Braithwaite (1975) found that population growth within cities and metropolitan areas can 
increase crime rates in many indirect ways. Most notably, (Braithwaite, 1975) found that 
increases in population can lead to greater amounts of residential mobility in cities and other 
highly concentrated areas, leading to higher crime rates. Residential mobility is the general 
movement of poor, uneducated citizens from the urban center of cities to the well-developed, 
affluent suburban areas. This movement is forced by population growth and can cause cultural 
shocks among the populations affected, as well as cause the social bonds citizens have built in 
their community to break down. Additionally, population growth is positively related to the 
number of citizens in a given area that are impoverished. (Braithwaite, 1975) argues that since 
impoverished citizens are more likely to commit crimes than middle class or upper-class citizens, 
population growth is thus positively related to crime rates in any given area. 
2. State Violent Crime Rate will increase as Border State Status increases 
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 Whether a state borders Mexico, the Gulf of Mexico, or neither, the violent crime rate of 
that state will most likely be unaffected. The border status of a state would most likely influence 
the amount of immigrants it contains. As empirical research has shown, immigrant population 
typically has a negative, or nonexistent, relationship with the violent crime rate of a given area 
(Ousey & Kubrin, 2009). If border state status does show an effect on state violent crime rate, it 
will most likely be in states that do not border Mexico or the Gulf of Mexico. Painter-Davis 
(2016) explains that areas classified as “unestablished” immigrant destinations would most likely 
see an increase in violent crime with an influx of immigrants. States that do not border Mexico or 
the Gulf of Mexico are more likely to be classified as “unestablished” destinations for Latino 
immigrants. 
3. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease as State Annual Income increases 
 The annual income of a state will most likely be a significant predictor of the state’s 
violent crime rate. Doyle, Ahmed, & Horn (1999) found that, for all US states between 1984-
1993, the average wage of skilled and unskilled workers had a significant negative correlation 
with the state’s violent and property crime rates. Most notably, Doyle, Ahmed, & Horn (1999) 
found that higher wages among unskilled workers was one of the most significant predictors of a 
state’s overall crime rate. The suggests that higher wages, and higher incomes, increase 
opportunity low-income individuals, allowing them an alternative to criminal activities. 
4. State Violent Crime Rate will increase as State Poverty Rate increases 
 The poverty rate of a state will most likely rise and fall parallel to the violent crime rate 
of that state. In this study, only the poverty rate of state citizens over the age of 16 years will be 
measured. Due to this, it will most likely have the same correlation result as the state annual 
income since only the employment-eligible population will be measured. Thus, as state annual 
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income rises, the state poverty rate should fall, causing a decrease in violent crime rates and vice 
versa. However, if this variable also measured the states’ population under the age of 16 years 
old, it would most likely still have a positive correlation with the violent crime rate. When an 
area is heavily impoverished, citizens will most likely do anything it takes to survive, even if it 
means turning to criminal behavior. In an affluent area with low poverty rates, this need for 
survival is significantly decreased, as is the risk of crime occurring.  
5. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease when Total Foreign-Born Population increases 
 Most prior research has shown that the foreign-born population within a given area is not 
a significant indicator or prediction of that area’s crime rates. Wadsworth (2010) found that 
when measuring the amount of foreign-born individuals within the United States between 1990-
2000, the total foreign born population had a negative correlation with the overall violent crime 
rate. Wadsworth (2010) even found that this correlation could possibly explain the violent crime 
drop that the United States experienced during the 1990s. An increasing total foreign-born 
population will most likely lower the violent crime rate within a state by increasing the 
residential stability within that state, lowering the state’s unemployment rate and poverty rate. 
6. State Violent Crime Rate will increase as State Male Foreign-Born Population 
increases 
While past research has indicated that the overall foreign-born population with a state 
will not have a positive correlation with state violent crime rates, it is likely the male foreign-
born population could have this positive correlation. This is due to the fact that, in the United 
States, men commit more crimes than women. Additionally, men are typically more aggressive 
than women, meaning they are more likely to commit violent crimes. For example, in 2012, the 
FBI UCR found that out of all 404,037 violent crimes reported in the United States, men were 
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arrested for 323,489 offenses, while women were only arrested for 80,548 (Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, 2012). Due to this general trend, if this correlation did not exist when measuring 
male foreign-born individuals, this could speak more to the insignificant effect on violent crime 
of all foreign-born individuals. 
7. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease as State Female Foreign-Born Population 
increases 
 As mentioned, when discussing male tendencies to commit criminal acts, females within 
the United States are less likely to commit violent crimes. This trend has continued through the 
last decade, as the FBI UCR found in 2017 that out of all 407,496 violent crimes reported in the 
United States, men were arrested for 323,768 of these offenses, while women were only arrested 
for 83,728 offenses (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2017). In 2012, men committed 80.1% of 
violent crimes and women committed 19.9% of violent crimes (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
2012). Similarly, in 2017, men committed 79.5% of violent crimes and women committed 20.5% 
of violent crimes (Federal Bureau of Investigation, 2017). This trend suggests that if the number 
of female foreign-born individuals increases within US States, the violent crime rate will 
decrease. The fact that this measure includes a foreign-born distinction should not affect this 
trend. 
8. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease when State Foreign-Born Originating from 
Latin America increases 
 Most prior research has shown that general immigration has little to no effect on violent 
and property crime rates within the United States. However, when studies isolate Latino 
immigrants, there is typically a negative correlation with crime rates. Ramey (2013) found that, 
when comparing the effects of Latino vs. Non-Latino immigrants into the United States, non-
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Latino immigrants had no effect on violent crime rates, while Latino immigrants significantly 
lowered violent crime rates. Ramey (2013) found that Latino immigrants increased the 
percentage of two-parent households and lowered divorce rates, this in turn increased family 
stability rates, causing a negative correlation with violent crime rates. Latino immigrants are 
generally beneficial to the economy and society in which they settle in, leading to decreases in 
crime rates. This effect could be mitigated however in non-border states in which there is no pre-
established immigrant destination. 
9. State Violent Crime Rate will increase as Unemployment Rate Increases 
 As the percentage of individuals who are unemployed, age 16 years and older, increases, 
the violent crime rate will most likely also increase. Poverty is likely to rise and fall with the 
amount of unemployment present in a given area. If there is an increase in individuals who are 
unemployed and lack a consistent income in a state, there will most likely be an increase in 
property crime and violent crime in that state. This will most likely happen because these 
individuals are forced to find other ways to survive  
10. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease when Percentage of State Population with GED 
increases 
 Educational attainment rates can be a valid indicator of economic inequalities in a certain 
area. Fajnzylber, Lederman, & Loayza (2002) found that when measuring the effects of 
educational attainment on the homicide rates within 39 countries, the educational attainment rate, 
measured by the amount of years on average that an individual spends in school, always had a 
significant negative correlation with the homicide rate. Educational attainment can be linked to 
other variables such as poverty rate, unemployment rate, and annual income. Additionally, 
educational attainment differences between states or countries can serve as a measure of relative 
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inequality in these localities.  When just measuring the United States, it might prove that the 
attainment of a GED will not have a large effect on the violent crime rate, as a high school 
education in the United States is thought of being relatively attainable by most of the population. 
In other, less developed countries however, this measure might have a much larger impact on the 
violent crime rate.  
11. State Violent Crime Rate will decrease when Percentage of State Population with a 
Bachelor’s Degrees increases 
 Fajnzylber, Lederman, & Loayza (2002) showed that educational attainment can have a 
significant correlation with some violent crimes. In the United States, a GED is relatively 
available to most citizens, whether it is through high school or by other programs. However, a 
bachelor’s (4-year degree) is much less accessible and is sometimes not an option for individuals 
below a certain income level, especially those who are unemployed or in poverty. Thus, 
measuring the percentage of a state’s population that has a 4-year college degree will most likely 
highlight more inequalities than the percentage that holds a GED. This greater degree of 
inequality will probably show a significant negative correlation with the violent crime rate in 
each state, as outlined by (Fajnzylber, Lederman, & Loayza 2002). 
 
Data Analysis/Research Design 
 
 
In order to measure the effect that each variable, both independent and control, had on the 
overall violent crime rate, this study relied on linear regression models created through IBM 
SPSS Data Analysis software. The dependent variable, State Violent Crime Rate, is a continuous 
variable, making the use of linear regression models necessary. Additionally, linear regression 
models were chosen due to the fact that they show the degree at which a certain variable can 
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predict the trend of a dependent variable and that they can take multiple variables into account 
when running a model. Thus, an independent variable is not only measured against the 
dependent, but also against other independent/control variables. In this study, for example, the 
degree at which immigration predicts violent crime can be determined when considering other 
economic or demographic variables, which could strengthen or weaken its predictability. 
In total, two linear regression models were run. One model included the Total Foreign-
Born variable and excluded the Percent Male and Percent Female Foreign Born variables. The 
second model included that Percent Male and Percent Female Foreign Born variables and 
excluded the Total Foreign-Born variable. This was done to measure one of the primary 
independent variables in two different ways, as well as to include gender as a demographic 
factor. Each model included the b coefficient (b) for each variable in relationship with the violent 
crime rate, as well as a significance value (p). The b coefficient will show the impact that a one-
unit change in the independent variable has on the violent crime rate. The significance value (p) 
will show whether or not each variable is a reliable predictor of the violent crime rate. The level 
of significance used in this analysis is .05. 
Model 1: Including Total Foreign-Born Population 
Model 1 
Unstandardized         
B 
Coefficients 
Std. Error 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
Beta 
t value Sig. 
Total Foreign Born 4.532E-5 .000 .354 2.985 .003 
Population -1.235E-5 .000 -.417 -3.080 .003 
Border State 103.625 22.033 .309 4.703 .000 
Annual Income -.008 .002 -.843 -3.862 .000 
Poverty Rate 3.410 3.380 .122 1.009 .315 
FB in Latin America 5.267 .664 .662 7.927 .000 
Unemployed Pop. -34.529 8.653 -.362 -3.991 .000 
% with GED -1.371 2.894 -.088 -.474 .636 
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Dependent Variable: Crime Rate 
Linear Regression Through the Origin 
 
Model 1 shows that the Total Foreign-Born Population had an extremely small, but 
significant, positive affect on the overall violent crime rate (b =  4.532E-5). Another measure of 
immigration, the Percent Foreign Born from Latin America showed a strong impact on the 
violent crime rate (b = 5.267). The significance of this variable was (p = .000). This shows that, 
despite the inclusion of other control variables, the amount of foreign-born individuals 
originating from Latin America influences violent crime rates.  
 Each of the education variables, Percent with GED and Percent with Bachelor’s Degree 
also showed an interesting result in the model. Percent with GED had a negative relationship 
with the violent crime rate (b = -1.371) as expected but was not a significant predictor (p = .636). 
Percent with Bachelor’s Degree had a very high positive correlation with the violent crime rate 
(b = 35.602). This positive correlation was not expected, but could possibly be explained in the 
fact that the states measured with high violent crime rates, also had high percentages of bachelor 
degree holders because of increased access to education, as many of the non-border states 
measured contained fewer metropolitan areas than the border states, thus decreasing higher 
education accessibility.  
 The Border State Status of a state was a significant predictor of the violent crime rate (p = 
.000). It also had the strongest positive influence on the violent crime rate (b = 103.625).  
Controlling for the other variables in the model, border states experience an increase of 103.625 
in their violent crime rate. Another result that was unexpected was the negative relationship 
between unemployment and the violent crime rate (b = -34.529, p = .000). This negative 
% with Bachelor’s 35.602 7.783 1.318 4.574 .00 
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relationship could be the result of the large difference in unemployed numbers between border 
and non-border states. Population size was found to be a significant predictor yet had a very 
small negative impact (b = -1.235E-5) Lastly, poverty rate was an insignificant predictor of the 
violent crime rate (p = .315) and the annual income was significant, yet had little to no 
relationship with the violent crime rate (b = -.008).  
Model 2: Including Male and Female Foreign Born 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Dependent Variable: Crime Rate 
Linear Regression Through the Origin 
 
Instead of including the Total Foreign-Born Population, Model 2 included the Male 
Foreign-Born Percentage (Male FB %) and the Female Foreign-Born Percentage (Female FB %). 
Unlike the Total Foreign-Born variable in Model 1, Both the Male FB % (b = -2.394) and the 
Female FB % (b = -1.928) had noticeable negative relationship with the violent crime rate. 
However, these variables were both proven to be insignificant predictors with a p values > .05. In 
this model, Foreign Born in Latin American has a slightly smaller positive correlation (b = 
Model 2 
Unstandardized         
B 
Coefficients 
Std. Error 
Standardized 
Coefficients 
Beta 
t value Sig. 
Male FB % -2.394 3.307 -.262 -.724 .470 
Female FB % -1.928 3.465 -.217 -.556 .579 
Population -1.139E-6 .000 -.038 -.698 .487 
Border State 91.085 22.850 .272 3.986 .000 
Annual Income -.005 .002 -.492 -1.937 .055 
Poverty Rate 5.001 4.234 .178 1.181 .240 
FB in Latin America 4.667 .717 .587 6.508 .000 
Unemployed Pop. -24.962 9.158 -.261 -2.726 .007 
% with GED .337 5.073 .022 .066 .947 
% with Bachelor’s 33.184 10.028 1.229 3.309 .001 
IMMIGRATION AND CRIME ACROSS SOUTHERN US BORDER                                     26 
4.667) than in Model 1, yet it still is still a significant predictor of the violent crime rate (p = 
.000). Separating the immigration variable into Male and Female ratio values allows the model to 
determine if immigrant gender is a significant predictor of the violent crime rate, as the addition 
of these two variables would equal the Total Foreign-Born Population. As shown by this model, 
immigrant gender does not directly affect the violent crime rate within a US state. 
 The change in immigration variable had very little effect on the education variables. 
Percentage with GED was measured in Model 2 as being even less significant of a predictor than 
in Model 1 (p = .947). Percentage with Bachelor’s showed a slightly less positive impact in 
Model 2 than in Model 1 (b = 33.184) but was still a significant predictor at (p = .001). Once 
again, in this model, the Percentage with GED cannot be considered seriously as a cause of the 
rise and fall in crime rates (p = .947) Additionally, the positive relationship associated with 
percentage of the population with bachelor’s degrees most likely can be explained once again 
through the availability of higher education in different areas of the United States (b = 33.184, p 
= .001). 
 The demographic and economic variables also follow this same trend. While still being a 
significant predictor (p = .000), the positive correlation associated with border state status 
decreased from 103.625 in Model 1 to 91.085 in Model 2. Likewise, the negative correlation 
associated with the unemployed population and the violent crime rate decreased by +9.567 from 
Model 1 to Model 2. Total population had a very similar correlation in Model 2, however, this 
model showed that this variable was no longer a significant predictor of the violent crime rate (p 
= .487) Poverty rate and annual income saw virtually no change from Model 1 to Model 2, and 
are still shown to be insignificant predictors of the violent crime rate. 
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Conclusions 
Consistent with many prior research studies, the Total Foreign-Born Population showed 
little to no effect on the State Violent Crime Rate. The relationship shown between these two 
variables was essentially zero. This variable also did not show a negative relationship with State 
Violent Crime Rates, thus, Hypothesis 5 was not supported by this study. The results of this 
study show that the addition of foreign-born individuals into US state, whether unnaturalized or 
naturalized, is unlikely change the violent crime rate within individual states. This trend was 
consistent for border states and non-border states, showing that the destination of these 
immigrants most likely did not affect their influence on the violent crime rate.  
Interestingly, when Total Foreign-Born Population was divided into Male and Female 
variables, the significance level changed considerably. The Male Foreign-Born Population had a 
considerable negative relationship with the violent crime rate but was deemed to be an 
insignificant predictor of the violent crime rate. Hypothesis 6 was not supported by this study. 
Consistent with the results shown from the Male Foreign-Born Population, the Female Foreign-
Born Population was also an insignificant predictor of the violent crime rate. The results of these 
two variables show that the gender of immigrants coming into the United States are unlikely to 
affect the violent crime rates in which these individuals settle. It also shows that the Total 
Foreign-Born Population has little to no effect on the violent crime rate within US States, as 
combining the results of the Male and Female Foreign-Born Populations would yield the same 
result. Much like Hypothesis 6, Hypothesis 7 was also not supported by this study. 
However, the results of this study indicate that the amount of foreign-born individuals 
that came from Latin America can have a significant effect on the violent crime rate in the US 
State in which they reside. This affect is opposite to what was expected, and Hypothesis 8 was 
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not supported by this study. In general, if the amount of Foreign-Born Individuals from Latin 
America increased by one unit within a US state, the violent crime rate within the state would 
raise by approximately 5 violent crimes per 100,000 citizens. This variable maintained a very 
high significance level across both models. In the terms of this study, this relationship is 
especially significant due to the fact that the non-border states chose had a low amount of Latino 
citizens when compared to other non-border states left out of the study. It is likely that if non-
border states would not have been included in the regression, this relationship would have been 
much stronger. In conclusion, this study indicates that an increase in the population of Foreign-
Born Individuals from Latin America in a US state could cause an increase in that state’s violent 
crime rate. 
When evaluating the outcomes of both models, the Border State Status was found to have 
the strongest positive relationship with the State Violent Crime Rate out of any other 
independent variable. According to these results, if a state would increase in status from a non-
border state to a state bordering Mexico, or a state bordering Mexico increased to a state that 
borders the Gulf of Mexico, it would see an increase in its violent crime rate of approximately 
100 violent crimes/100,000 people/year. This significant increase could most likely be explained 
through the very rural non-border states used in the study; Montana, South Dakota, and 
Wyoming. These states have generally low crime rates compared to average US crime rates. If 
other, more populated, non-border states were measured, such as Ohio or New York, this 
positive relationship could be reduced by a sizeable amount. However, the significant difference 
in violent crime rate still exists between the states that border Mexico and the states that border 
the Gulf of Mexico. Thus, Hypothesis 2 was supported within the limits of this study. 
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State Population was found in both models to have a relationship with the State Violent 
Crime Rate that was slightly negative, however, this relationship was essentially 0 and is not 
considered to be significant in this study, unlike the results of Border State Status. This variable 
was found to be a significant predictor of the state violent crime rate in Model 1. However, this 
significance did disappear when the population of foreign-born individuals was separated into 
male and female genders. These results indicate that the total population could only be 
considered as a predictor of the violent crime rate when gender proportions were not taken into 
consideration. Hypotheses 1 is ultimately not supported, as there was no positive relationship 
present between these two variables. 
The economic variables used in this study were found to be generally non-significant. 
State Annual Income was only shown to be a reliable predictor of the state violent crime rate 
when the total foreign-born population was not separated between Male and Female genders. 
When only the State Total Foreign-Born Population was included in the model, State Annual 
Income showed a small, negative impact on the State Violent Crime Rate. This suggests that 
State Annual Income can be a significant predictor of the State Violent Crime Rate but is 
overshadowed by other economic/demographic variables. Hypothesis 3 is not supported by this 
study due to the fact that these variables share a significant negative relationship only under 
certain circumstances. Additionally, Poverty Rate was shown to be an insignificant predictor of 
the violent crime rate. This could be caused by the economic difference between the non-border 
and border states in this study. Additionally, the non-border states measured were very rural 
states, possibly causing higher poverty rates in them than in other, more populated non-border 
states. Hypothesis 4 was not supported by this study. 
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In both models ran, the Unemployment Rate of a state had a significant negative 
relationship with the State Violent Crime Rate, even when all variables were accounted for, 
meaning Hypothesis 9 was not supported by this study. This could be explained in the lack of 
difference in unemployment rates between border states and non-border states. However, it could 
also be due to this study measuring the unemployment rate by percentage, rather than the total 
amount of individuals who were unemployed, which would have been drastically different 
between each state due to differences in population. The percentage, however, is likely to stay 
relatively the same across all states in the US, reducing the positive relationship this variable 
might otherwise have with the violent crime rate.  
The education variables used in the study yielded some interesting results. The 
Percentage with GED was not considered to be a significant predictor of the State Violent Crime 
Rate in this study, thus not supporting Hypothesis 10. Similar to the unemployment rate, this is 
most likely being shown due to the fact that this study measured this variable in percentage 
rather than in total numbers. Across the United States, the GED attainment rate is generally 
consistent, thus not allowing this variable to become a significant predictor of the violent crime 
rate. Hypothesis 11 was not supported by the results of this study as well. The Percentage of 
State Population with Bachelor’s Degree showed a strong positive relationship with State Violent 
Crime Rate and was also deemed to be a significant predictor. However, these results do not 
necessarily mean that the more bachelor’s degree holders a state has, the higher its violent crime 
rate will be. The non-border states used in this study had a lower percentage of bachelor’s degree 
holders than the border states did, most likely because of the lack of major metropolitan areas in 
these states, limiting access to higher education. However, these states also had a lower violent 
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crime rate than border states. This suggests that the percentage of bachelor’s degree holders are 
related, but not causally linked, to the violent crime rate. 
Final Conclusions 
 The results of this study yielded some interesting findings regarding the effect of 
immigration across the Southern US border and violent crime rates in US States. Many past 
research studies on this topic were supported, as the total amount of immigration was shown to 
have almost no effect on the violent crime rate when including demographic, economic, and 
education control variables. Total immigration was found to be an insignificant predictor of the 
violent crime rate when it was measured as a whole and when it was split into male and female 
proportions. Thus, this study concludes that the total amount of immigrants a US state has, 
measured by the total amount of foreign-born individuals in that states, does not have a 
significant effect on the state’s violent crime rate. 
 However, this conclusion does not carry over into Latino Immigration. Unlike the results 
of some past studies, such as Ramey (2013), Latino immigration, measured by the percentage of 
the total foreign-born population in a state that originated in Latin America, had a positive and 
significant relationship with the state violent crime rate. This positive relationship proved to be 
significant when all control variables were taking into account, including the Total Foreign-Born 
population. These results suggest that when the amount of Latino immigrants in a US state 
increases, the violent crime rate in that area will also increase. One thing to note about this 
finding is that Total Population of a state did not follow this same trend and was found to not be 
a significant predictor of the violent crime rate. This suggests that the relationship found between 
Latino immigrant population and the violent crime rate is not merely the result of population 
increase, and it caused by a factor inherent to this immigration subpopulation.  
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 Some potential issues with this study revolve around the selection of non-border states. 
All non-border states selected were relatively low in Latino immigration numbers, as well as 
being relatively rural states; Montana, Wyoming, and South Dakota. This selection does not 
necessarily accurately represent all US states that do not share a border with Mexico and the Gulf 
of Mexico. The effect of Latino immigration may have been dramatized by the inclusion of these 
states, as they all have considerably low Latino immigrants compared to the rest of the United 
States and are further from the Southern US border than many other states. Additionally, some 
unexpected results involving the education variables and some economic variables could be 
explained through the inclusion of these states, as they have very few metropolitan areas and are 
dominated by blue-collar industries. 
 While this study does have its weaknesses, it is useful in the fact that it offers some 
evidence that Latino immigration could possibly be related to violent crime rates in the United 
States.  However, there is much more research that can be done on this topic. If a future 
researcher were to include more representative non-border states, the impact of Latino 
immigration on the violent crime rate could be reduced significantly or potentially strengthened. 
Additionally, the findings of this study are not attempting to claim that Latino immigrants are 
more or less violent than the average American citizen. Rather, it suggests that Latino 
immigrants have factors surrounding them that could potentially increase violent crime rates 
under certain circumstances. This could include inhibiting factors such as economic inequality, 
educational inequality, or discrimination within their communities. 
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